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To the same order of thought belongs the Theosophic justi-
fication of the periodic isolation of women. The Later Avestan
conception of the Hvarenak, or ' Kingly Glory V is violently
interpreted as something attached to every individual, and is
nothing else than the c magnetic aura' which, as we doubtless
know, surrounds us all. Those who have developed their
inherent clairvoyant powers can see other people's ' aura' and
discern their spiritual state. It seems that women in these
isolation times have their aura spiritually diseased, so that if
they leave their seclusion even to see a husband or child that is
dead they will impart contagion. It does not appear that the in-
ventors of this eminently scientific doctrine, from whom earnest
Parsis have borrowed it to uphold a hard-pressed tradition,
teach that lying or fraud or immorality affect the sinner's
* aura': no clairvoyant seems to have detected anything wrong
with the aura of ' H. P. B.', or those of later impostors.
Theosophy is essentially non-moral, and is not interested in
mere questions of right or wrong.

Theosophic transformation of Zoroastrianism includes the
adaptation of an ancient heresy which was incorporated in
Mithraism, the exaltation of Zervan Akarana, c Boundless
Time/ as the supreme deity from whom Ormazd and Ahriman
emanated. The use of this shadowy conception, stoutly re-
pudiated by the orthodoxy of the Sassanian age, and of course
altogether foreign to the Gathas, enables the Theosophist to
force upon Parsi religion the alien notion of an impersonal
divinity, a featureless neuter of which nothing can be predicated.
This is easily recognized as the Brahma of philosophic Hindu-
ism, and we may leave it to the philosophers, and the students
of Hinduism itself. Here it is enough to say that this denial
of personality to * the One', and the ideal for men of being
merged in this Universal Absolute, is wholly foreign to
Zoroastrian religious doctrine. As Dr Dhalla well puts it,

This doctrine is certainly not Zoroastrian, because through the whole
history of the religion individuality is not an illusion.    It is ever a stern

1 See above, p. 98.